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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action represents a Final Office Action for the application titled 
"FRAME FOR PRESSURIZED FLUID APPARATUS," filed October 20, 2003. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 4, 19, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Regarding claim 4, it is not clear if the applicant is attempting to recite the 
subcombination of an integrally formed one-piece frame for an apparatus that supplies a 
pressurized fluid, or the combination of the integrally formed one-piece frame and a 
power unit having an engine. The preamble of claim 1 states the former (note "for a for 
an apparatus that supplies a pressurized fluid ..."), but then an apparatus that supplies 
a pressurized fluid is positively recited in claim 4 ("...the base includes a power unit 
having an engine"). The applicant must make it clear if the power unit having an engine 
is intended to be functionally or positively recited. 

Regarding claims 19 and 21 , applicant does not adequately define the angles 
being claimed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1,4-7, 16, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,923,627 to Wood et al. 



handle 




aperture plate 
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Wood discloses an integrally formed stackable one-piece frame, as shown 
above, comprising: a base that is capable of supporting a power unit; at least one leg 
that supports the base on a surface, an integrally formed handle having a pair of 
downwardly extending support members, said pair of downwardly extending support 
members are substantially parallel to the at least one leg and contiguous with the at 
least one leg, a power unit having an engine, a base having an aperture and a mounting 
plate, said at least one leg includes a plurality of legs, a pair of downwardly extending 
support members that form an acute included angle with the base in the YZ-plane. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,923,627 to Wood et al. 

Wood et al. discloses the frame as applied above but does not teach a frame 
being formed by injection molding. Nevertheless, claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) because it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have made the frame by injection molding because the use 
of injection molding to form structures is well known in the art. Furthermore, the method 
of making doesn't limit the structure. 
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7. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,923,627 to Wood et al. 

Wood et al. discloses the frame as applied above but does not teach a frame 
having a base formed with at least one integral reinforcing rib. Nevertheless, claim 3 is 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) because it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have provided the frame with a 
base having at least one integral reinforcing rib wherein doing so would increase the 
rigidity of the base. Furthermore, the use of a reinforcing rib to increase the strength 
and stability of a structure is well known in the art. 

8. Claims 8 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,923,627 to Wood et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,742,838 to Muiza. 

Regarding claims 8 and 23, Wood et al. discloses the frame as applied above, 
but does not teach a frame wherein the at least one leg includes a support that engages 
the surface and defines a footprint of the frame, and wherein the handle has an upper 
end that defines a width such that the width of the upper end is less than the footprint. 
Nevertheless, Muiza discloses a frame (10) having at least one leg (37) that includes a 
support (39) that engages the surface and defines a footprint of the frame, and wherein 
the handle (18) has an upper end that defines a width such that the width of the upper 
end is less than the footprint. In view of Muiza, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have provided the frame of 
Wood et al. with at least one leg that includes a support that engages the surface and 
defines a footprint of the frame, and wherein the handle has an upper end that defines a 
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width such that the width of the upper end is less than the footprint wherein doing so 
would improve the stability of the frame. 

9. Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,923,627 to Wood et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. D465, 624 to 
Kolicheski et al. 

Regarding claims 9-11, Wood et al. discloses the frame as applied above, but 
does not teach a frame having an integral accessory holder formed as one piece with 
the frame, said accessory holder including at least one aperture to accept a pressure 
washer wand, and said accessory holder including at least one aperture sized to accept 
a pressure washer gun. Kolicheski et al. discloses a frame having an integral accessory 
holder having a plurality of apertures therein and formed as one piece with the frame. 
In view of Kolicheski, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided the frame of Wood et al. with an integral 
accessory holder having a plurality of apertures therein and formed as one piece with 
the frame wherein doing so would allow accessories to be supported within said 
apertures. 

10. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,923,627 to Wood et al. 

Regarding claim 12, Wood et al. discloses the frame as applied above, but does 
not teach a handle having a plurality of integral grip ridges; however it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
modified the handle of Wood et al. to include a plurality of integral grip ridges because it 
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is well known in the art that ridges on a surface increase the amount of friction between 
to objects, in this case, one's hand and the handle. Furthermore, one would have been 
motivated to include a handle that provides stronger gripping means. 

11. Claims 13-15, and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,923,627 to Wood et al. 

Wood et al. discloses the frame as applied above, but does not teach a handle 
that includes a pair of downwardly extending support members that form an acute 
included angle with the base in the XY-plane, at least one leg that forms an obtuse 
included angle with the base in the XY-plane, and at least one leg that forms an obtuse 
included angle with the base in the YZ-plane. Applicant has not disclosed that having 
the above-mentioned angles between said members solves any stated problem or is for 
any particular purpose. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Wood et al. to include the 
above-mentioned angles between said members because such a modification would 
have been considered a mere design configuration which fails to patentably distinguish 
over the prior art reference of Wood et al. 

12. Claims 20-22 and 24-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,923,627 to Wood et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 
D465, 624 to Kolicheski et al. 

Regarding claims 20-22, 24-26, and 29-31, Wood et al. discloses the stackable 
frame, as shown in the figure above, comprising: an integrally formed one-piece frame 
for an apparatus that supplies a pressurized fluid, the frame comprising: a base that 
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supports a power unit; a first base support member integrally formed with the base that 
supports the base on a surface; a second base support member integrally formed with 
the base that supports the base on the surface; an integrally formed handle; an 
integrally formed front panel, support members that are substantially parallel to the first 
and second base support members, said support members contiguous with the first and 
second base support members, and a handle having a pair of downwardly extending 
support members that form an acute included angle with the base in the YZ-plane, but 
does not teach a side panel integrally formed with and extending between the first and 
second base support members, nor does Wood teach a handle that includes an 
integrally formed accessory holder having a plurality of apertures sized to receive 
accessories. Nevertheless, Kolicheski et al. discloses a side panel integrally formed 
with and extending between a first and second base member, and a handle including an 
integrally formed accessory holder having a plurality of a plurality of apertures. In view 
of Kolicheski, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have provided the frame of Wood et al. with a side panel 
integrally formed with and extending between the first and second base members, and 
a handle including an integrally formed accessory holder having a plurality of a plurality 
of apertures because one would have been motivated to create a more stable, stronger, 
sturdier frame, and one would have been motivated to provide a frame that could 
accommodate accessories that could be supported within said apertures. Furthermore, 
it is well known in the art that the addition of a member between two spaced apart 
support members increases the overall stability and strength of the whole structure. 
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13. Regarding claim 27, please refer to the reasoning provided in rejected claim 12 
above. 

14. Regarding claims 28, and 32-33, Wood et al. discloses the frame as applied 
above, but does not teach a handle having a pair of downwardly extending support 
members that form an acute included angle with the base in the XY-plane, first and 
second base support members forming an obtuse included angle with the base in the 
XY-plane, and first and second base support members forming an obtuse included 
angle wit the base in the YZ-plane. Applicant has not disclosed that having the above- 
mentioned angles between said members solves any stated problem or is for any 
particular purpose. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Wood et al. to include the 
above-mentioned angles between said members because such a modification would 
have been considered a mere design configuration which fails to patentably distinguish 
over the prior art reference of Wood et al. 

15. Claims 34-35, and 38-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,923,627 to Wood et al. 

Wood et al. discloses the stackable frame, as shown in the figure above, 
comprising: an integrally formed one-piece frame for an apparatus that supplies a 
pressurized fluid, the frame comprising: a base that supports a power unit; at least one 
base support member that supports the base on a surface; said one base support 
member including first, second, third, and fourth base support members, and a handle 
including an upper end, a first support member defining a first axis, a second support 
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member defining a second axis, said first and second support members each form an 
acute included angle with the base in the YZ-plane, said first and second support 
members are substantially parallel to the at least one base support member, said first 
and second support members are contiguous with the at least one base support 
member, but does not teach the first and second axes each forming an acute included 
angle with the upper end in the XY-plane, nor does it teach at least one base support 
member forms an obtuse included angle with the base in the XY-plane, and at least one 
base support member forms an obtuse included angle with the base in the YZ-plane. 
Nevertheless, applicant has not disclosed that having the above-mentioned angles 
between said members solves any stated problem or is for any particular purpose. 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Wood et al. to include the above-mentioned 
angles between said members because such a modification would have been 
considered a mere design configuration which fails to patentably distinguish over the 
prior art reference of Wood et al. 

16. Claims 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,923,627 to Wood et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. D465, 624 to 
Kolicheski et al. 

Wood et al. discloses the frame as applied above but does not teach a first panel 
extending between a first and fourth base support members, and a second side panel 
extending between a second and third base support member, nor does Wood teach a 
handle having an integrally formed accessory holder. Nevertheless, Kolicheski et al. 
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discloses a side panel integrally formed with and extending between a first and second 
base member, and a handle having an integrally formed accessory holder. In view of 
Kolicheski, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have provided the frame of Wood et al. with a first panel 
extending between a first and fourth base support members, and a second side panel 
extending between a second and third base support member, and a handle having an 
integrally formed accessory holder because one would have been motivated to create a 
more stable, stronger, sturdier frame, and a frame that can accommodate accessories. 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's amendments to the specification have been considered and 
accepted. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed January 6, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Regarding Applicant's amendment to claim 4, Applicant has not amended the 
claim in such a way to overcome the rejection made under 112, second paragraph. The 
applicant must make it clear if the power unit having an engine is intended to be 
functionally or positively recited. 
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Regarding Applicant's argument that the structural features in Wood are not 
integrally formed with the frame, the structural features are integrally formed with the 
frame as it is all one piece. 

Regarding Applicant's arguments concerning claim 8, both of the references 
used in the rejection made under 35 U.S.C. 103, although the references are non- 
analogous, the references are related to one another in that they both fall under the field 
of supports, and they both serve the purpose of supporting the weight of an object. 
Accordingly, Applicant's argument that the references are non-analogous is irrelevant 
because the Muiza reference is reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with 
which the inventor was concerned, mainly, supporting the weight of an object in an 
upright position. 

Regarding Applicant's arguments concerning claims 13, 16-19, 22, 28, 32, and 
34, Applicant has not disclosed that having the above-mentioned angles between said 
members solves any stated problem or is for any particular purpose. Furthermore, 
Wood does disclose that claimed angles in Applicant's application as can be seen in 
figure 1. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy S. Smith whose telephone number is 703-272- 
8296. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Olszewski can be reached on 571-272-6788. The fax number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 





Timothy S. Smith 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3632 
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